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ABSTRACT

We develop methods for systematic construction of superintegrable polynomials in matrix/eigenvalue models.
Our consideration is based on a tight connection of superintegrable property of Gaussian Hermitian model and Wi 4o
algebra in Fock representation. Motivated by this example, we propose a set of assumptions that may allow one
to recover superintegrable polynomials. The main two assumptions are box adding/removing rule (Pierri rule) and
existence of Hamiltonian for superintegrable polynomials. We detail our method in case of the Gaussian Hermitian

model, and then apply it to the cubic Kontsevich model.

1 Introduction

Matrix models [1,2] are a rapidly developing area of modern mathematical physics. They represent
zero-dimensional and therefore often exactly solvable examples of quantum field theories where one

can study intriguing phenomena such as superintegrability [3]:

{(x) ~x(*) (1)

Remarkably, quantum correlators of distinguished basis in fields x turn out to be expressed via
simple functions, or even more, via functions x () themselves in a specific point. The classic example
of the superintegrability phenomenon is the simple Gaussian Hermitian one-matrix model [4] (GH

model), where integrals are taken over N x N Hermitian matrices H:
1 1 9
(f)=~ [dH f(H) exp | —5tr H (2)

The normalization factor Z = [ dH exp (—% tr H?) is chosen to satisfy (1) = 1. Superintegrable

basis x in this case is given by well-known characters of linear groups — Schur polynomials S that
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enumerated by Young diagrams A = [A1, A2, ..., A\)], where ); are positive integers obeying the
non-increasing rule Ay > \o > A3 > ... > >\l()\) > 0. All basic facts about Schur polynomials are

listed in [5]. Example of Young diagram is presented in the following picture:

A= =(7,6,4,2,1,1]

Explicit superintegrable formula for this model reads:

SA(N)
Sx(6k,1)

(Sx) = - S (0k,2) (3)

where we understand Schur polynomials as functions of py, variables and our notation Sy (éy,1) :=
Sa(Pr = 0k,1),5\(N) := Sx(pr — N). Connection to symmetric functions of N variables z; are
given by Miwa transformation p; = Ziil(xl)k Schur polynomials for single-row Young diagrams

[n] can be computed from generating function:

Zk
o <Z y: > => %" Spui(pa) (4)
k=1

n=1

The other polynomials for higher Young diagram can be obtained from Jacobi-Trudi determinant
formula:

Sx=__det S (5)

1<i,j<I(\)
Ratio of Schur polynomials in special points in formula (3) is a fully factorizable quantity:

SA(N)
Sx(6k1)

= H(N‘i‘ju—im) (6)
oeA
where product runs over all boxes in the Young diagram \ and (i, j5) are the vertical and horizontal
coordinates of the box O. The quantity wg = N + jg — iy is called content of the box and it plays
an important role in the superintegrable formula (3).
For this simple and well-studied model such as GH model one can offer the following explanation
of superintegrability phenomenon. The first key observation is that full partition function of the

model:
1 1 0
Zan (o) = 7 [ dit e <_5“H2 ' kZ_l%“Hk> @

admits W-representation [6,7]:

ZGH(pk) = €W -1 (8)

Explicit form of %4 operator reads:

O d o 0 > d  N2%py Np?
W=3 E a+b—2)pepp=——+abpgipi2m—5— +N aparo— + + 2L (g
2 a b=1( )P OPpa+b—2 atbrz Opa Opy ; ar? Opa 2 2 ©)



Note, that for simplicity of formulas we add extra factor % in front of pytr H* in the definition

of partition function. The operator W has grading 2, that is explicitly seem from the following
formula:

- . - 9

D,W] — ol D=S kp— 10

| T "
Due to the positive grading 2 the image of operator W when acting on polynomials of grading n
is given by polynomials of grading n + 2. Schur polynomials form distinguished basis of graded
polynomials where the action of W operator has very natural meaning:

. 1 1
WS, = 3 Z wa,wo, Syim — 5 Z We, e, S>\+| (11)

[DeAddy (4) Beada, ;00

Operator W acts on Schur polynomials by adding boxes to corresponding Young diagrams. In
other words, on the r.h.s. appears only those polynomials which Young diagram is obtained by
adding boxes to initial Young diagram A from the Lh.s. Definitions of sets Add[y)(\) and Add|y(})

are clear from the following example:

: [ [ ] |
|]

- L] (12)
(a) A (b) Addp(N) (c) Addpq)(A)
Quantities wp, , in formula (11) are contents N + jg — in of added boxes. For example:
W S —1(N+2)(N+3)S +1(N D(N) S 1(N (N -2) 5 13)
m = 5 om + 5 J(V) S — 5 ) o (

Orthogonal properties of Schur polynomials that are expressed in an elegant way via Cauchy
identity [5]:

Z SA(pa) S)x(ﬁa) = eXp <Z kapk> (14)
A k=1

The above relation allows one to express the partition function (7) in the following form:

3 %ter> > = ;S)\(Pk) <5A <ﬁk = “Hk> > -
= ZSA(pk) Sy (5&2) H(N +Jo — Z‘D)
)

OeX

Zau(pr) = <€XP <

At this point we are equipped with the knowledge that exponent of W operator generates the
whole partition function and the operator acts on Schur polynomials by adding two boxes - domino
tiles. It can be seen, if the partition function is split into graded components:

Zau(pr) = 280 + 280 + 780 + ... (16)



Z2) = % <W)k 1 (17)

k
725 — g (18)

We compute small levels explicitly by action of the W operator:

70 —1 (19)
7z =W 1:%(N)(N+1) St + (—%) (N)(N —1) Sg (20)
(Scm) <§é> ’
79— %W 29 - é(N)(N +1)(N +2)(N +3) Sero + <—é> (N)(V = (N +1)(N +2) Sgo+
(Sam) (SB:D>
+ (% + %) (N)2(N = 1)(N +1) S+ <—é> N(N + (N = 1)(N ~2) S+
(s ’ <sé:>
1

sNW = DIV = 2)(N —3) SE

(21)

Now we better understand the superintegrable formula (3) due to the following consequences

of the above formulas:

e The overall product over boxes of content function wy = N + jg — ig in formula (3) is

generated step by step due to factors in r.h.s. of W operator ! action (11).

e Correlator of Schur polynomial (S)) has non-vanishing value if and only if the diagram A can
be constructed only with domino-tiles o and B and starting from empty diagram @. More
accurately, the number of ways to construct diagram A from domino-tiles (note, that the
vertical tile is weighted with (—1)) is equal to o3 . (%)' - Sx(0k,2).

After all, a logical question follows: how can one guess that Schur polynomials should arise as
a superintegrable basis of correlators? In particular case of Gaussian Hermitian model the answer

is known. We formulate it in two steps:

o W operator as differential operator in p; variables belongs to an infinite dimensional algebra

Witeo [8,9] in Fock representation that acts on space of polynomials C[py, pa, .. .].

e Commutative family of operators 1[1,1 of W14 in Fock representation have Schur polynomials

as a common set of eigenfunctions:

U Sx = Exa Sa (22)

'Note, that W-operator may act on Schur polynomial of arbitrary Young diagram, however for GH model relevant
only diagrams of even size.



Schur polynomials are distinguished by the underlying algebra to which %4 belongs. Due to
Schur polynomials one can say that Wiy, algebra in Fock representation acts on the Hilbert

space, where basis vectors enumerated by Young diagrams.

We do not give here details of Wi, representation theory and list only some basic formulas
concerning Fock representation. We work with generators ég, 1[%7 fk, where kK =0,1,2,..., that are
rising operators, Cartan-like operators and lowering operators respectively. Among them there is

a special small set of operators ég, 1&3, fo that have the following form in Fock representation:

A 0
g = = 23
€0 =p1 fo o (23)
0 —li(a—l—b) 0 ~ ab + Za (24)
3 — 9 e PaPb 73— ap pa-‘rb pa Ve
The higher operators can be expressed via only these three operators by the following rules:
o = (ady,) éo Jo= (=) (adg, ) fo (25)
Pats = {éaafb] (26)
Action of small set operators é, 1&3, fo on Schur polynomials obeys the following formulas:
éoSy= Y Swuo
Add(A
o (27)
foSx=">_ Sia
BcRem(\)
s Sy = (Z wu) =S (28)
oeA

where as usual wg = N + jg — ig. Operator (24) is a cut-and-join operator [10], however, we call
it Hamiltonian of Schur polynomials, due to connection to quantum integrable systems”. Formulas
(27) for Schur polynomials are called Pierri rules [5]. The sums in the above runs over all possible

ways of adding/removing boxes in Young diagram. We provide example of Add(\) and Rem(\):

B |

- || (29)
(a) A (b) Add(\) (¢) Rem())
Action of higher &, fy, is a direct consequence of (25):
aSi= Y (w) Sia
) DeAdd()) k (30)
JeSx = Z (wm)" Sx-m
BcRem(\)

2B-deformed version of this operator coincides with quantum Hamiltonian of Calogero-Moser many body inte-
grable system with trigonometric interaction [11]



W—operator of Gaussian Hermitian model is expressed via é; by the following simple formula:

W= %[éQ,él] (31)

Action of W operator on Schur polynomials (11) follows from the above formulas by direct
computation. Therefore superintegrable formula (3) acquires natural interpretation in terms of
Wi+t algebra.

Remarkable fact is that all components of the above story simultaneously admit one parametric
deformation widely known as f-deformation. Under this deformation the matrix integral becomes
eigenvalue -ensemble [12—14]; superintegrable property persist with one parametric deformation of
Schur polynomials S that bear the name of Jack polynomials J f ; the underlying algebra becomes
affine Yangian Y (gl;) [15-18]. This story certainly deserves attention, however, it is under the
scope of this paper.

Motivated by the tight relation of superintegrable property of Gaussian Hermitian model and
Wit0o algebra we propose the conjecture: superintegrability is a manifestation of underlying sym-
metry algebra. However, it seems a difficult question to tell the algebra for a given matrix model.

Basing on the above mentioned example we propose a set of assumptions:
o Diagrams.

In GH model superintegrable basis was enumerated by Young diagrams, in particular, number
of graded polynomials P(n) on the level n of time-variables p, matches the number of Young

diagrams with n boxes.

We suppose that set of time-variables T, is known for a given matrix model. Then we analyze
the number of graded polynomials of corresponding time-variables of this model and choose
the proper set of diagrams A by counting argument. This step of the algorithm is rather a
clever guess. For now we do not have any additional general arguments to systematically
extract the shape of diagrams from the given matrix model. However, in each particular case

there are may be more arguments specific for a given model.

Superintegrable basis SIBj (7},) then is enumerated by diagrams A.

e Boz adding/removing rule.

Usually the first (the smallest) time-variable, say Tj, correspond to first superintegrable
polynomial corresponding to just O diagram. Therefore we suppose that the first time-

variable T and its derivative add and remove boxes:

Ty-SIBA= Y CaatoSIBaig

OeAdd(A)
P ) (32)
a7 SIBa = > Can-oSIBag
OcRem(A)

We do not impose any relations on coefficients Cy A4n, C’A7 A—p and treat them as unknown
constants. The main idea here is that the sum on r.h.s. runs only over limited subsets
Add(A),Rem(A) of diagrams of size |A| + 1 and |A| — 1 respectively. These assumptions are

rather strong constraints on the form of SIBy polynomials.

Higher time-variables and Virasoro operators of given matrix model may act on superinte-
grable polynomials by adding and removing rule. However, for a non minimal grading there

are in general several different adding/removing rules.



Remarkably, if a set of diagrams A contain linear (single-row or single-column) diagrams then
this set is closed under operation of removing boxes. We use this fact to define linear system

of equation on single-row polynomials.

e Hamiltonian for SIBx polynomials.

Box adding/removing rules impose strong constraints on SIBj polynomials, however, they
can not fix the form of these polynomials completely. Motivated by the Wi, example we

postulate that SIBy polynomials should be eigenfunctions of some Hamiltonian operator H:
HSIBy = ky - SIBy (33)

with unknown eigenvalues xp. The only assumption for the Hamiltonian operator is finite
spin constraint. Where by spin we mean the number of time variables T, and derivatives 8—%
that enter each term (in normal ordered form) of the Hamiltonian. For example operator

(24) has spin 3. We will consider Hamiltonians of minimal possible spin in our presentation.

We argue that these two main assumptions: bozx adding/removing rule and existence of Hamil-

tonian may allow one to fully determine the form of superintegrable polynomials in some cases.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we demonstrate in details our method of
construction of superintegrable basis. First, we analyze the diagrams. Second, we consider single-
row family of diagrams and construct naively overdetermined system of equations for corresponding
superintegrable polynomials, that has unique solution. Third, we introduce ansatz for Hamiltonian
of finite (minimal) spin with unknown coefficients and partially fix these coefficients from single-row
superintegrable polynomials. Finally, using box adding and removing rule we complete the basis
and find the form of Hamiltonian. In Section 3 we apply the above mentioned algorithm to cubic
Kontsevich matrix model and step by step restore its superintegrable basis — Q-Schur polynomials.

In Section 4 we briefly summarize our results.

2 Gaussian Hermitian model

In this section we perform steps of our algorithm without references to Schur polynomials them-
selves, i.e. pretending that we do not know form of Schur polynomials. Our method starts from
partition function of Gaussian Hermitian model that is given by the following integral over N x N

Hermitian matrices H:
Zam (pk) = 1 dH exp 1 tr H? + E kv HE (34)
CH ALk Z 2 pt k

Partition function as a function of infinite family of time-variables p; obeys infinitely many linear

equations (Ward identities) - Virasoro constraints [19-22]:

R 0Z
L, Zgy = (’I’L—|—2)a GH,
Pn+2

n=-1,01,2,... (35)

Explicit formulas for Virasoro operators depend on the model and in this particular case they

have the following form:

n—1 0o
7 o 0 9
Ln=2 aln— k NN -2 + N26, 0 + N p16, 36
a=1 an —a) O0Pa OPn—a - kzl(n TR)p 0Ptk +alin Opn - 0+ Npiopt10  (36)



Virasoro operators L, obey commutation relations of Virasoro algebra:

A

[I:n, ﬁm] =(n—m)Lyim n,m > —1 (37)

2.1 Step 1. Diagrams

Time-variables py have a parameter - grading [px]. The gradings are encoded in L Virasoro

operator:

. e )
Lo=> k- prs—+N’ (38)
k=1 Opk

[pe] = K (39)

Usually it is possible to identify polynomial basis in time-variables with the set of diagrams. In

case of time-variables p, with gradings [p,] = a the set of diagrams is given by Young diagrams.

Level Young diagrams Basis polynomials
1 O P1
2 o H p2,p}

3 (rd H:I H 3, P2p1, P

4 (o Eﬂ ﬁj E D4, P3P1, D3, P2D3, DY

[]
5 (IIrro HEP u ﬁa E:I D5, DaD1, D3D2, P3P, PaD1, D2Ds, D

Table 1: Young diagrams and graded polynomials on small levels 1-5. Young diagrams are in one-to-one
correspondence to the graded polynomials in time-variables p,.

Generating function of number of Young diagrams PY”(n) on level n have the following form:

1
H 1 E @"PYP(n)=14+q¢+2¢>+33 +5¢* +7¢° + ... (40)
k=1

n=0

2.2 Step 2. System of equations for single-row polynomials

Virasoro operators L,, and time-variables py, 8%;@ have the following gradings:

grading U I T 1 0|-1-2|-3
time-variables opsipa| pr |1 8%1 8%2 8%3
Virasoro operators L 1| Ly| L1 | Ly | L3

According to the list of assumptions (listed in the end of Section 1) we observe the following
property of single-row subset of Young diagrams. If we act on a SIB (i.e. SuperIntegrable Basis)
polynomial SIBy, labeled by single-row diagram [n] of length n with operator O,, of negative

grading [O,,] = —m we get SIBp, ) without any option, because there is only one way to remove



m boxes from single-row diagram. Pictorially this statement looks as follows in a particular example
n=8m=3:

O3 SIBrrrrmmm ~ SIBm (41)
Here we colored the boxes that are removed after the action of operator. Our approach is based

on removing boxes, because adding boxes immediately takes us out from single-row subset. For

example, operator of positive grading 1 add a box into second row:

A~

O_1 SIBo ~ SIBom + SIBB:EED (42)

We consider the following system of equations:

058y _ U,k SIB[p g (43)
Opr ’
i/k SIB[n] = Unk SIB[n_k] (44)

This system naively is heavily overdetermined; however it is self-consistent and has a unique

solution. We consider the following general form of SIB polynomials:

SIBj;; =1
2
p
SIB[Q] = El + a2.1 P2
p
SIB(3 = 6 +as;1p2p1 +az2ps3 (45)
pil 2 2
SIByy = o4 T041P2P1 +a42Py + a43P3P1 + a4 Pa
5
p
SIBj5) = ﬁ +as1 papi + as,2 pap1 + as,3 pspi + 05,4 PaP1 + 5.5 P3P2 + 5.6 Ps5

The overall normalization of polynomials is fixed by the first coefficient that we choose to be
1/n!. This choice makes the coefficients u,; = 1 trivial. The solution of this system is unique and

parametrized by one parameter x:

SIByg = 1

SIBm =p1

SIBpg = %% +2x %

SIBpy = % +w% +3€2%%+x2]% —i—x?’%

SIB[5) = % + p§’2292 g plé?% 42 p%gs g p2é03 g plf4 L %



Formulas for coefficients u, i, v, 1 have the following form:

Up | = 2kl (47)

Vg = 2" 2 (k—1+2zN + (n — k)z?) (48)

Note, that free parameter z is nothing but rescaling of time-variables py — 2*~! p;. However,
Virasoro operators (36) have fixed normalization of time-variables. We observe, that correct nor-

malization is restored when coefficients u, i, v 1 do not have power dependence on k. In this case

it corresponds to value .

2.3 Step 3. Hamiltonian for SIB polynomials

To complete the polynomials SIBf,; to complete basis we use additional assumption. The first of

them is a finite-spin Hamiltonian H that has SIB as the set of eigenfunctions:
H SIB), = k) SIBy (49)

Here we use assumption that H has the smallest possible spin = number of time-variable and
derivatives. In this particular case it is possible to construct non-trivial zero grading operator of

spin 3:

ﬁ_iA . L—FB . 09 (50)
= 2 a,b - PaPb 8pa+b a,b - Pa+b 8Pa 8pb

where A, = Ay o and By, = By, are some unknown coefficients. Similar formulas were considered

in [23]. Solving equation (49) for the already found functions (46):
H SIB,) = Ky SIBpy (51)

we can fix the form of coefficients Ay, B, . We choose overall normalization of Hamiltonian by

setting By,1 = 1. Then eigenvalues are restored immediately:

n [O]1[2][3]4[5[6]7]8
kg 0] 0]2]6]12]20]30 4256

The resulting formula for eigenvalues reads:
kx =n(n—1) (52)

Coeflicients A,y are fully restored from (51):

(A1 ]2]3]4]5]6]...]
1 21 3]4]15]6]T7
2 314516 7]8
3 4151678109
4 516 71819710
5 6 | 718191011
6 7189 l10]11]12

The resulting formula reads:

5

10



The situation with coefficients B, ; is more involved. They can not be fully determined from

the above reasoning, however, there are linear equations on them. One equation for each level:

3171:1 (54)
L Bt iBy, =2 (55)
g PL2t 5 ba1=

1 1 1
- B - B - B31=3 56
3 1,3+4 2,2+3 3,1 (56)

1 1 1 1
- B - B - B — By =4 57
1 1,4+6 2’3+6 3,2+4 4,1 (57)

1 1 1 1 1
- B - B — B - B —Bs1=5 58
5 1’5+8 2,4+9 3’3+8 4,2+5 5,1 (58)
(59)

We intensionally do not use property By, = By, in order to represent this system in a symmetric

form. Generally, these equations read:
n—1 1
2 an—ay Bene=n (60)
a=1

2.4 Step 4. Box adding and removing rule
2.4.1 Small levels

For now we have considered two objects:
e Subset of single-row SIBj, polynomials (46)
e Spin-3 ansatz for simplest Hamiltonian (50)

that obviously can not determine SIB completely, however, they allow us to fully determine com-

plete SIB on 2 and 3 level, because the corresponding coefficients By 1 = 1 and By 2 = By = 2 are

known.
2 level:
2
SIBED = % —+ % K= (61)
2
P D2
SIB = &L _ 2 — 9 62
=% 3 g (62)
3 level:
3
SIBE:EUF%JF% K = 6 (63)
sz’ 3
SIB = 4L _ 18 -0 64
P33 ge= (64)
3
SIBq = 2L _ 1Pz | Ps Ko = —6 (65)
B 6 2 3 B

These results are in full agreement with box adding and removing rule. For example:
p1 - SIB = SIBo0 + SIBB] (66)

0
—SIB, = SIB SIB 67
o PP = SIBm + STBg (67)

11



2.4.2 Higher levels

One can proceed further in computing SIB polynomials via box adding rules. Multiplication by py

increases the grading by one, therefore we write the following ansatz for adding a box:

p1-SIBo= a1 - SIBom+ as - SIBB:D (68)

with some constants aq, as and the following general form of new polynomial:
pi 2 2
SIBB:DZ§+b1'P1P2+b2-p2+bs'P1p3+b4'1?4 (69)

The solution to the above equation is the following:

3 1 3 1 1 3 1
o K1e) 1= 7 S0 2 3 4 (70)

where only one unknown parameter as remained. We can find it via the Hamiltonian:

H SIB = # SIBo— (71)
N O N

The remaining parameter s is fixed from the above equation, moreover the unknown coefficient

B 3 of the Hamiltonian is fixed too:
a9 — 1 B173 =3 (72)

Now all the coefficients of Hamiltonian of the 4-th level are fixed and the basis of 4-th level is known

in full generality:

2
pip2 | P3| PPz | Pa

SIB = = 4+ — 4+ — =12 73
T 24+ 4 tet 5 T KT (73)

2

p1 p1p2 Do P4

B = b P - 4
SHE s T4 T8 1 RO (74)

4 2
V4 b3 DP1ps3
B =2 2 ks _
S Bﬂ 0 + 1 3 REEI 0 (75)
SIB pzl1 p1p2

_____ _|_ 7 nﬁj =—4 (76)

4
P1 p1p2 pip3 P4
S 24 4 + 8 + 3 4 FLE (77)

(78)

One can proceed further using box adding rule with Hamiltonian and level by level compute SIB

polynomials. In particular, one finds remaining coefficients of the Hamiltonian:

Bii=1
%Bl,Q = %BQ,l =1
%31,3 = 332,2 = %33,1 =1 (79)
lB14 = %323 %332 = 3341 =1

12



One can guess the solution for system of equations (60):

Ba,b =a-b (80)
On this step we fully determine the Hamiltonian:
o
- 0 0 0
H= a+b) peppyr——+ab-potrr—7— 81
. b:l( )P " Oats “* Opa Ope (81)

which has eigenvalues:

Ka=2-Y jo—ig (82)
m<PN
Remarkably, the eigenvalues are integer numbers that is a rather nontrivial property of Hamil-

tonian. Even if we know the full form of Hamiltonian, it does not determine SIB polynomials
completely, because the spectrum is degenerate: eigenvalues start to coincide from 6-th level. How-

ever eigenfunction property equipped with box adding/removing rules determines SIB) completely.

2.5 Action of Virasoro operators on SIB, polynomials

Notably, the overall coefficients of SIB) polynomials can be chosen in a way that the following

equations have unit coefficients in front of polynomials in the r.h.s (Pierri rules):

p1-SIBy= ) SIByg (83)
DeAdd(\)

d

—SIB), = SIB)_ 84

3p1 A Z A—0O0 ( )
O€eRem(N)

Another intriguing property of resulting SIB, polynomials is that Virasoro operators add and

remove boxes. We demonstrate this fact by several examples:

L4SIBy= Y (N+jo—in)- SByn (85)
oeAdd())

LiSIBy= ) (2N +jg—ig)-SIBy g (86)
O€Rem(A)

Operators L_1, Ly have gradings 1 and —1 respectively, therefore they add and remove only one
box. The situation is more involved for higher Virasoro operators and higher time-derivatives, they
remove skew diagrams that are called border strips. It is instructive to consider similar formulas

for higher time-variables:

kaiSIBA = > ()MOITSIB, (87)
Pk bseBS())
|bs|=k

We denote as BS(A\) a set of border strips of diagram A. A border strip (also called ribbon or
rim-hook) is a skew diagram that is connected, has unit width. An example of border strip bs €
BS([7,6,4,2,1,1]) of size |bs| = 7 and height h(bs) = 3:

(88)

13



Then formula for Lo Virasoro operator reads:

E/Q SIB, = Z (—)h(bS)Jrl (2N —|—j.bs — i.bs) SIB)_ps+

bseBS(X)
|bs|=2

h(bs)+h(bs'
+ Z (—)MROSISIBY e
bs,bs’€BS())
|bs|+|bs’|=2
In the above formula there are two sums, the first sum over border strips of size 2 while the second
sum runs over pairs of (non-empty) border strips of overall size 2. In this particular case it means
the second sum runs over pairs of (non-adjacent) boxes from set Rem(\).
In the first sum of the above formula content j5 — i is evaluated in the special point B4 that

2k=1 possible border strips of size k and we provide them

depends on border strip. There are only
explicitly for k = 2:

m H (90)

Details of the above formula are clear from explicit example:

Lo SIB7 = (—)(2N — 2)SIB + (2N + 2)SIBE +SIBp (91)

General formula for Ly, operator action has the following form:

LpSIBy= Y (=)""% (2N + jm, —im,,) SIBx_ps+

bseBS(A)
|bs|=k (92)
+ Z (_)h(bs)-ﬁ-h(bs’) SIB)\_bs_bs’

bs,bs’€BS()\)
|bs|+|bs’|=k

\ J

The remaining element of the general formula that does not have yet any description is a

position of the special box Bys. We show all border strips of size 3 and 4 explicitly:

D]ﬁﬂjzﬂ (93)
e R .

However, this general formula demonstrates important property: Virasoro operators act on su-
perintegrable polynomials by removing boxes from corresponding diagrams. Similar formulas was

considered in [24]

3 Cubic Kontsevich model

In this section we will apply our method and construct superintegrable basis for Kontsevich matrix
model [25] in Kontsevich phase. According to the recent progress [26] the superintegrable basis for
this model is given by Q-Schur polynomials [5], that are tightly connected to BKP integrability of

this model [27,28]. Our presentation will be parallel to the previous section.
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First, we define the partition function for Kontsevich model and write down Virasoro operators
that realize the Ward identities. Next we discuss the time-variables of the model and analyze
possible families of diagrams, that are combinatorial objects indexing basis graded polynomials.

We start construction of superintegrable basis SIB) ® from the single-row sector, which is closed
with respect to the action of the box removing operators. Next we consider minimal spin ansatz for
the Hamiltonian (in this case minimal spin is 4) for which SIB polynomials are eigenfunctions. To
complete single-row subset to the full basis we impose box adding/removing rule for the minimal
time-variable. These assumptions allow us to completely fix the form of SIB polynomials. Remark-
ably, the resulting Hamiltonian has only integer eigenvalues and higher Virasoro operators act on
SIB polynomials by removing boxes.

Partition function of Kontsevich matrix integral in Kontsevich phase is defined by the following

integral over Hermitian N x N matrices H with external matrix ®:

1 1 1
Zy (D) = @) /dHexp (-5 tr H® — St H2<1>> (95)

where normalization factor Z(®) is defined as follows:

Z(®) = /dHexp (-%m«m@) (96)

Partition function is a function of an external matrix ® and in Kontsevich phase it becomes a
power series in variables tr ®~* [29-31]. More importantly it depends only on odd negative powers

of external matrix that we treat (in the limit N — oo) as independent time-variables 7y:

tI" @—Qk‘—l

k=0,1,2,3,...
1 0,1,2,3, (97)

Tk =

As a function of time-variables partition function Zg (7) obeys infinitely many linear equations -
Virasoro constraints [32,33]:

02k

L Zx =
n <K aTn+1

n=-1,01,2,... (98)

Virasoro operators of this model has the following explicit form [34]:

n—1 00
N 1 0 0 1 0 Ono 7
Ly =~ —_— k+ = —+ =+, — 99
8 ];) D7 0 s ,;)< + 2> [ T TR (99)
and obey relations of Virasoro algebra:
[ﬁn,ﬁm] =(n— m)ﬁner n,m>=—1 (100)

3.1 Step 1. Diagrams

Time-variables 75 have natural gradings that are encoded in zero Virasoro operator:

. > 1 0 1
Lo_kzo<k+§> g+ 16 (101)
] = 2 (k + %) — k41 (102)

3We denote superintegrable basis of Kontsevich model by the same name SIBy, however they are different from
superintegrable basis of Gaussian Hermitian model.
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Lvl. Odd partitions (OP) Distinct partitions (DP) Basis polynomials
1 O O -
2 H (O] 2
; O [ o | 7
4 H:D u LIl H:D 170, T

oo 5 5

2 .5
7—2, 7—17—0 9 7—0

6 | oo

L]

I T I
CLITTT] T K

2 3 -6
7—27—0, 7—1 9 7—17—0 3 7—0

Table 2: Odd partitions, distinct (strict) partition and graded polynomials of time-variables 7, for small
levels 1-6. Odd partitions (OP) have obvious mapping to graded polynomials in time-variables 75. Distinct
partitions (DP) do not have a clear connection to basis monomials, however their dimensions indeed coincide

on each level.

where for simplicity we rescaled all the gradings by 2.

Similar set of time-variables can be obtained by reduction por — 0 of time-variables p, of GH

model from the previous section. The set of 7 time-variables can be described by diagrams in at

least two ways. First option is Young diagrams with odd row lengths — odd partitions (OP). Second

option is Young diagrams with different row lengths — distinct partitions (DP). The last diagrams

are also called strict partitions in the literature. Examples of these diagrams are collected in Table

2.

Generating function of number of odd and distinct partitions POF(n) = PP¥(n) * on level n

has the following form:

1
H 1— q2k—1

k=1

Zq"PDP(n):1+q—|—q2—|—2q3—|—2q4—|—3q5+4q6+... (103)

n=0

Odd partitions are not suitable in our method and we provide the following arguments below.

Odd partitions have linear one-parametric subset of one-column diagrams [1"]. According to our

assumptions (see Section 1) the first time-variable 7y and its derivative % acts by adding and

removing a box to corresponding diagrams. In particular, subset of one-column diagrams of OP is

closed under operation of removing a box, therefore the following equation holds for corresponding

polynomials :

0
019

—SIBﬁf] =c, SIB[OlnP,l}

(104)

“The idea of proof P9F(n) = PPP(n) is that every natural number can be expressed uniquely as a power of 2

multiplied by an odd number.
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with some coefficients ¢,. On the other hand, the box adding operation also does not output from

the subset of one-column diagrams:
70 SIBfA) = ¢, SIB{ ) (105)

because the only other possible diagram [2, 1"~!] contains even number and therefore is not included

in odd partition family. Therefore for OP family there is only trivial solution:
SIBfA] ~ 7 (106)
We do not consider OP diagrams in this paper and focus on distinct partitions (DP).

3.2 Step 2. System of equations on single-row polynomials

Virasoro operators £, and variables 7y, % have the following gradings:

grading oo 3 2 110 |-1|-2|-3
time-variables U I T R N | a;io _ %
Virasoro operators Ll =1L = | L4

We assume that single-row subspace SIBy, is closed under action of Virasoro operators and

derivatives and consider the following system of equations (very similar to (43)):

OSIBy,;
. = Unk SIB, k1 (107)
Tk
Ly SIBp,) = vy s SIBpp, o (108)

This system is naively overdetermined, however it is self-consistent and has a unique solution.

We consider general form of SIB polynomials:

SIBpy = 75
273
SIBjg) = 70 +az1mi
i} 109
SIBy) = 30 + as1 1170 (109)
270
SIB[EJ] = 1—50 + as.1 7'1’7'02 + as52 T2
6
SIB :2&4‘@ 18711 + ago T2 + ag.3 TOT:
(6] 45 6,1 T 71 6,2 T1 6,3 T0T2

We put first coefficient 27! /n! to fix the overall normalization for future convenience. Solution of

17



the above system is unique and parametrized by one parameter x:

SIBp = 1
SIBpy = 7o
SIBpy = 75
2 3
SIBy = = + 427
4
SIB[4] = %) + 8 T170 (110)
2 5
SIB[5] = %50 + 8z 7'37'1 + 1622 1
278 16
STByg) = 4%? + et + 1607 7 + 3227 oy

From the above formulas one can see that x parameter is a trivial rescaling of time-variables

7 — xF7,. The explicit formula for coefficients Up s Un k-

e = 2+ (42)" (111)
1
Unk =5 (42)1 (k + 4a(n — 2k)) (112)
According to our observation after formula (47) the true normalization of time-variables is restored

when power dependence on £ is eliminated from wu, 1, vy coefficient. In this particular case there

) 1
only one solution |x = —|.

4

3.3 Step 3. Hamiltonian for SIB polynomials
In order to complete the basis we consider the simplest Hamiltonian H for SIB,, polynomials:
HSIB)y, = ¢, SIB), (113)

For the time-variable 7, the simplest non-trivial Hamiltonian has spin 4:

. ad o3 0
H= A ——— + B _
a bzczo whelarbrert 07,0707 T BapeTaThTe 8Ta+b+c+1 *
52 - 5 (114)
+ Y. CatleaTamzg—s—+) GaTas—
el 071,074 gt 01,

Coefficients A, p . and B . are absolutely symmetric with respect to permutations of indices
a,b, ¢, while coefficients C, y|..4 have symmetry a <+ b, ¢ <> d.

It is instructive to consider grading operator:

. > 0
D= ;;)(% + 1)Tka—m (115)

then there are two trivial Hamiltonians D and D? among operators of zero grading and spin at

most 4. Eigenvalues of these trivial Hamiltonians on single-row polynomials:

DSIB, = n - SIBy, (116)
D?SIBy, = n® - SIBy, (117)

18



We impose eigenfunction condition for single-row polynomials:
7:[ SIB[n] = 6[n} . SIB[n] (118)

and solve corresponding equations. As an output we get eigenvalues €}, and represent them as a
functions of epyy, €9, €3
€l = deq) — Bepz) + degg
ep) = 19ep) — 20epg + 10¢p3
gl6) = 30ep] — 45epg + 20e3
€7 = 705[1} — 848[2] + 355[3}

(119)
€8] = 1208[1] — 1408[2] + 565[3]
6[9} = 1898[1] — 2166[2] + 848[3]
€no) = 2806[1] — 3156[2] + 1206[3}
n(n—2)(n—3 nn—1)(n-—3 nn—1)(n—2
SRS R DAL U WA TR R 0

Three parameters £[y], €[3], €[3) allow one to vary the form of single-row eigenvalues €},,) and we argue

that there is one distinguished choice of the parameters. Motivated by eigenvalues (116) we impose:

e =n° (121)

Notably, this condition is satisfied when e} = 1,¢[9) = 23, el = 33. From the above equations on

single-row polynomials we find B, . coefficients:

Booo =4
Boop1=4-3
Bopo2=4-5
Boi1=4-3
o (122)
Byoz=4-7
Bypi12=4-3-5
Byy1=4-3
therefore
Bape=4-(2a+1)(2b+1)(2c+ 1) (123)
We do not provide explicitely all the other constraints on Ay p e, Copjc,a; Ga coefficients but several
examples:
Go=1
Co,00,0 = 3 1
Co,1|o,1 =9 AO’O’O - 1(27 B Gl)
2C1 1102+ Crajg = 81 AQQ1::55025—-G2) (124)

C + 2C =45 1
0,2[1,1 0,2(0,2 A0,072 + A071,1 — E(343 — GS)
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3.4 Step 4. Box adding and removing rule

On the next step we impose box adding/removing rules with eigenfunction property (113) for SIB

polynomials up to 5 level. Box adding rules read:
7o - SIBq = ¢1 SIBom + ¢ SIBH]
70 - SIBo = e3 SIBrm + ¢4 SIBBZD
T0 - SIBBj = ¢ SIBB:D (125)

7o - SIBrrry = ¢6 SIBrrrrm + o7 SIBH]ZD

70 - SIBH:D = Cg SIBB:[D + c9 SIBEH]

Box removing rules (we do not mention here single-row polynomials, because they were analyzed

earlier):
iSIB = d; SIB
019 Ej - s
0
— SIB = dy SIB + d3 SIB,
0
— SIB = d4 SIB ds SIB
70 T 4 T+ ds amm
0

—_ STB = ds STB
org  HE T T HT

Here ¢;,d; are some constants. Solving the above equations and eigenfunction equations (113)

simultaneously with respect to polynomial coeficients we obtain the following solution:

7'3 1
SIBBH:EO—l—(’y—Q?)E
4
SIB = 2 4 (y —2n) 22
HH ™ 3 12 (127)
SIB —T—g+( 15)@+( 39) 2
=5 ™ 20 V7 24
275 7'27'1 Ty
By = 20 4+ (y— 907 | (o 39)(y — 1) 2
S =1z +(y =205 + (v = 39) (v 7)288

where v := G is a free parameter that is not fixed from the above mentioned equations. However,

if we consider equations from the next level 6:
70 - SIBrrrrmy = ¢10 SIBorrrrm + e SIBBZEED

T0 - SIBB:ED =12 SIBB:D:D + c13 SIBBEFD

70 * SIBBEP = C13 SIBBEFD + C14 SIB_J I
9 g — dv SIBrrr + ds SIB (128)
Br, SIBEFTT g
0
— SIB = dg SIB dyo SIB
fr, SIPEFR = 0 SIBGED + o STBp
0
— SIB = dq11 SIB
o O S
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this parameter is fixed uniqgely . We provide expicit formulas for SIB polynomials un to 6

level:

SIBg = eg=1
SIB = 7¢ g =8
2 3
SIBEED:%-FH e = 27
3
SIB =2 -7 e =9
H ™ 3 H-
4
SIBD:ED:%)—FQT()Tl e = 64
4
SIBB:DZ%)—TQTl EB:DZQS
2 5
SIBD:D:D:%SO—{—QT(?Tl—FTQ 11T = 125
5 (129)
-
SIB =0 _ =64
H:I:D 5 T2 5EFI:D
5
SIB :2&—727'14—7'2 € =35
HP =1 HH
SIB —Q—T(?Jré?’ + 77+ 2 =216
[TT1TTT11— 45 3 071 T Ty T0T2 EOTI14—
478 2
SIBB:D:D:TQ—{—ngTl T{ — ToT2 €B]:|:D:126
5 2
SIBBHZD = 50 — ng’Tl + 7 e’;‘EHZD =72
SIB :T—g—lTsT — 712+ 17 € = 36
_Jll 45 3 0’1 1 072 H 1

Now one can see that SIB polynomials are nothing but well-known Q-Schur polynomials [5,26]. On

this limited set of examples we observe remarkable "sum over boxes" property of eigenvalues:

Ex = Z]é _(jm

I(A)
S
=1

(130)

Here we denote by jg the horizontal coordinate of a box O and the first box has coordinate 1.
Solving equations like (125), (126), (127) for box adding/removing rules and equations (113) one

can level by level compute SIB polynomials. From the other hand, eigenfunction conditions (113)

fix the form of Hamiltonian coefficients:

Apppo =3 Go=1
0 =
Aop1 =5 G =3
0, 0,0/0,0 Cosos =37 Gy =15
Apgpo2 =17 Co,101 =33
Cogna=3-7 Gz =65
A1 =17 Coo2 =35
2/0, Crops =335 Gs =175 (131)
Aop3 =9 Cog11 =35 -
,0, s4| Ly 01212:3.3.5 G4:369
A07172 =9 0171\072 =3 32 A G 671
5 p—
A17171 =9 0171‘171 =3 32
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These values of coefficients are enough to reconstruct the full dependence:
Agpe=2(a+b+c)+3
Cople,a = 3(2a+1)(2b + 1) (132)
Gq = (20 +1)(2a* +2a + 1)

Now we are able to write the full Hamiltonian for SIB polynomials:

a )

. 0o 83 82
= 2 _— 2 1)(2 1)7,
H bzc::()( (@+b+c)+3)Tatbrert BrOm o + a+;+d3( a+1)(2b+ 1)7,7 D707

oo o0

Z 4(2a + 1)(20 4+ 1)(2¢ + 1)TaTbTCL + Z(?a +1) (2a* + 2a + 1) Tai
a,b,c=0 8Ta+b+c+1 a=0 87'@

(133)

\ J

One can check that eigenvalues of the above operator are positive integers and obey formula
(130). This Hamiltonian itself does not define SIB basis due to degenerate spectrum, for example
E[8,7] = 8 + 73 =855 =93 +534+13 = €[9,5,1]- However, with adding/removing rules the basis is
fixed completely.

3.5 Action of Virasoro operators on SIB, polynomials

Motivated by the action of time-variables and Virasoro operators on SIB polynomials that we dis-
cuss in this section it is instructive to slightly change notation of diagrams DP - distinct partitions.
For this purpose we represent a Young diagram (turned upside down) as a way of tight packing
of square boxes in a corner of a room. In this setting distinct partitions (DP) are in one-to-one
correspondence with possible ways of tight packing of square boxes under a ladder. We demonstrate
examples of these diagrams, left picture correspond to usual Young diagram, right one correspond

to distinct partition:

/////

rrs7

-7
/////

(a) Usual partition (a) Distinct partition (134)

Form now on we represent distinct partitions as Young diagrams under the ladder. With these

notations the action of 79 and 8%0 have the following from:

7-SIBy= Y SIByg (135)
OcAddDP())
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(% SIBx= > (2=0in4s) SIBag (136)
OERemDP())

Note, that coefficients in the r.h.s. almost always are units except the diagonal ig = jg. The sets

AddDP()) and RemDP(\) are defined in the same way as in the previous section (29). We provide

explicit example of AddDP(A) and RemDP(\):

//////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////

(137)
Derivatives with respect to higher time-variables 73, act on superintegrable polynomials via the

following rules:

0 |bs(?)| 1
5 SIB) = o=z PSR 25 ) - STBy ks (138)
k bseBS*(A)
|bs|=2k+1

Where BS*(\) is a set of double strips [5]. A double strip is a skew diagram (i.e. it can be
represented as \/u, where p C A\, A, p are distinct partitions), that is connected and has width one
or two. Subdiagram of width two always touches on the ladder-border. A double strip can be a
usual border strip if it has width one everywhere. We demostrate two examples of double strips of

the same distinct partitions:

//////

%
/////
7

,,,,,
/////
7

(139)
On the above diagrams we explicitly mark boxes of subset of unit width bsM) with 1 and boxes of
subset bs®) (width 2) with 2. We denote as |bs(®)| the number of boxes is subset of width 2. While
h(bs(l)) is a height of unit width subset. In our notation ig, , jg,. are coordinates of the head of
the strip, i.e. the box for which jg — ig has minimal value (for essentially double strip there are

two such boxes, however there is no ambiguity because for both of them ¢, = 1). We provide

iDbs ’ijs
a representative example of -2- action:
019

)
—~_SIB q =SIB +SIB —2-SIB f (140)
o AR oHHH T g

[
[ ] L1 ]

|
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Virasoro operators L, (n > 0) act by removing double strips as well as time-derivatives (138),

however in this case coeflicients are not constants:

A 1 s | p () : . bs?)
£nSIBy = - S (1) s )+1‘(2_5iubs,jubs)‘<k+ﬂubs e — | ' | SIBy_ps
bseBS* (V)
|l§s|:2k+1

(141)

\ J

Note that the box removing rules for the above Virasoro operators and corresponding time-
derivatives (138) are the same. While in case of GH model the box removing rules are different
for time-derivatives (87) and Virasoro operators (92) (in case of Virasoro operators there is an

additional sum over two distinct border strips).

4 Conclusion

In this paper we made a trial of systematic construction of superintegrable basis (SIB) in matrix
models for particular examples of Gaussian Hermitian and cubic Kontsevich models. Our con-
struction procedure is based on the main conjecture: superintegrable formulas are manifestations
of underlying "hidden symmetry" algebras.

Motivated by the example of Gaussian Hermitian model, which symmetry algebra Wi, is
well-known, we formulate a (conjectural) set of assumptions, that may allow one to reconstruct
superintegrable polynomials in other models. These assumptions concern the shape of Young-
like diagrams that enumerate SIB polynomials, Pierri rules for adding and removing boxes in
these diagrams and existence of Hamiltonian operator that encodes SIB polynomials as its own
eigenfunctions.

Our method represents first steps towards systematic construction of SIB polynomials. We
applied the method for models where SIB polynomials were already known, while the true success
of the method would come after a discovery of SIB polynomials in more complicated models (e.g.
generalized Kontsevich models [29, 35, 36] or super-eigenvalue models [37-41]).

We list here disadvantages of our method and possible modifications:

e In our method we used box adding/removing rules only for the simplest time-variables and
higher grading operators only for single-row sector. However, as a result we observe that
all time-derivatives (87), (138) and Virasoro operators (92), (141) remove boxes via special

border strip rules for all diagrams.

In case of more complicated models the above simple reasoning may not allow to completely
fix the form of SIB polynomials. It may be useful to impose box removing rules for all

time-derivatives and Virasoro operators at the very beginning.

e In our method we impose very special condition of finite spin for Hamiltonian operator (50),
(114). It may be wrong for other cases, and the finite spin condition may be replaced with
more universal one (e.g. self-adjoint property with respect to proper scalar product, "sum

over box" property of eigenvalues, etc.).
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Appendix A. Another approach.

In both Hermitian and Kontsevich cases the resulting Hamiltonians have a very special property —

the eigenvalue k) corresponding to the diagram A is given by sum over the all boxes:

Ky = Z Og (142)

O€eA
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where Q5 depends on the coordinates of the box (see (82) and (130)). Following an algorithm
from [42] we can construct infinite set of commuting operators, starting from our Hamiltonians

(81) and (133). We briefly remind the algorithm here. On the first step we consider two operators:

EgSIBy= Y CarsoSIBao (143)
oeAdd())

FySIBy, = Z Cha—o SIBy_g (144)
O€Rem(\)

In our cases the role of Ey, EFy operators play the smallest time variable and corresponding derivative

D1, % and 7y, 8%0 On the second step we consider a tower auxiliary operators:

Fy Fy
Bo=[im]  R= [
X o . o, (145)
By = |, |0, Eol| s = |[fo. 11, 1|
that have the following action on polynomials:
EySIBy= > (2)" Car4oSIBaig (146)
DEAdd())
[}, SIB)y, = Z (Q0)" - Caa—oSIBy_q (147)
DO€Rem(\)
On the final step we consider the following operators:
ﬁaer = [Em Fb} (148)

These operators have remarkable properties — they depend only on the sum of indices a + b, form

commuting family and commute with starting Hamiltonian H:
[HasFo| =0 Ho 1] =0 (149)
Therefore, our families of polynomials SIB) are their eigenfunctions:
H,SIBy = )4 - SIB, (150)

Basing on the above reasoning we propose alternative approach to obtain SIB) polynomials in

Hermitian and Kontsevich cases:

o We start from fixed-spin ansatz for Hamiltonian (50) and (114), that depend on unknown

coefficients (Agp, Bap) and (Agp.c; Bap,er Cape,ds Ga) respectively.
e Using ansatz for Hamiltonians we compute auxiliary operators Ek, Fk and then 7:[(171,.

e We impose the following conditions:

Hap = Hato (151)

Mo H] =0 (152)

[ﬁa,ftb} —0 (153)
that determine special relations on coefficients (Agp, Bap) and (Agp.c, Bab,er Cape,ds Ga)-
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e We observe that these nonlinear system of equations have unique solution up to rescaling
of time variables. SIB polynomials are restored up to overall scaling as a common set of

eigenfunctions.
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